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California Context

� Shifting signals

� Shifting standards

� Current state assessment predates
standards

� An evolving high stakes, standards-based
assessment system
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California Performance Context

� Demographics

� All students tested on SAT-9

� NRT interpretation issues

� Economically poor and language minority
students are not performing well
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% Students Free/Reduced Lunch

Percent Free Lunch
(STATE Summary)

32.19 33.51 35.32 38.16 40.7 42.83 44.33 46.37 47.07 47.43 47.61
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% Limited English Proficient

P e rc en t L im ite d  E n g lis h  P ro fic ien t
(S T A T E  S u m m a ry )
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% Minority

Percent Minority
American Indian, Black, Filipino, Hispanic, Pacific Islander

(STATE Summary)

43.77 45.21 46.53 47.55 48.45 49.5 50.42 51.36 52.3 53.1 53.82
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NAEP Results Reading
4th grade

G r a d e  4  R e a d i n g
N a t i o n a l  A s s e s s m e n t  o f  E d u c a t i o n a l  P r o g r e s s  ( N A E P )

2 7
2 8

2 9

1 9
1 8

2 0

0

1 0

2 0

3 0

4 0

5 0

1 9 9 2 1 9 9 4 1 9 9 8

P
er

ce
n

t 
at

 o
r 

ab
o

ve
 p

ro
fi

ci
en

t

N a t io n

C a l i f o r n i a



C R E S S T / U C L A

NAEP Results Math
8th Grade

Grade 8 Math
National Assessm ent of Educational Progress (NAEP)
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1998/99 SAT-9 Results Reading
Reading
1998-99

(STATE Summary)
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1998/99 SAT-9 Results Math

Math
1998-99

(STATE Summary)
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Two Year SAT Results: Math

Math
(STATE Summary)
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Poverty and Performance:
Grade 3 Reading

P e r c e n t  o f  S c h o o l  o n  F r e e / R e d u c e d  L u n c h

Grade 3 Reading
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Poverty and Performance:
Grade 9 Math

Percent of School on Free/Reduced Lunch

Economically Advantaged

Economically Disadvantaged

Grade 9 Math
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Language Status and Performance:
Grade 3 Math

Grade 3 Math
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Language Status and Performance
Grade 9 Math

P e r c e n t  o f  S c h o o l  D e s i g n a t e d  a s  L E P

LE P
No n -LE P
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Relationship Between SES and
SAT Scores

SAT Combined R 2
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Relationship Between SES and
SAT-9 Reading

SAT 9 Reading R 2
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Conclusions

� Performance gap is not closing -- results of new
accountability index yet to be seen

� Rapid progress expected of low performing students
may be unrealistic

� Raising test scores may not increase learning --
potential negative side effects

� Validity and fairness of measures essential

� Achieving high standards will take more than
assessment


